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1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 November 2006 . 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the submission filed on 11/30/06. Claims 
6,8,12,14-18,23-25 are presented for examination. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-1 1,1 3,19-22 are 
cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 6,18,25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claims 6,18,25 recites "first network unit comprising a wireless telephone". This 
limitation was not described in the specification. The most applicant described was the 
first network unit is a telephone (see applicant's specification pg.15, lines 10-13) not a 
wireless telephone. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6,8,12,14-18,23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant admitted Prior Art (AAPA) and Angwin (US 
6,246,688). 

Applicant admitted that a first network such as MOST, and network units, such as CD, 
DVD, etc, were prior art (see specification, page. 1 , paragraph 1-2). The AAPA does 
not include a proxy for communication with another units, and a first network units, 
which functioned as a gateway to second network, e.g., Internet, or the like, and 
Application Program Interface (API) for communication with the proxy in the other 
network units. However, Since, the instant disclosure does not explicitly define the 
term "proxy", "structural of the proxy" or "process of the proxy", therefore, term "proxy" 
could be read into any type of interface, which enable a network unit to communicate 
with an interfaces of another network units. Since the MOST is known and since the 
units in the Most readily communicated to each other, i.e., network together, the proxy, 
therefore, apparently, is an inherent feature in the MOST. 

Thus, the only issue that was left off from AAPA is a device that functions as a 
gateway to an external network, e.g., telephone. 
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However, in the same field of endeavor, Angwin teaches a system that using cellular 
phone as a gateway for an automotive network (title of the patent). Angwin is 
motivated by cost and complexity of installing radio transmission, the needed of 
controlling hi-technology equipments, which are widely utilized in vehicles, an 
emergency situations with may required to access the vehicle from outside, and last 
but not least, a readiness of telephone device, at the time (Col. 1 , lines 25-65). Angwin 
teaches an inventive concept of using a telephone as a gateway for the devices in a 
network of a vehicle. Angwin further suggests, at the time of his invention was made, 
the phone that built in network and application stacks gad readily existed in the art 
(Col. 1, lines 53-65). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention was made to take advantage of an inventive concept 
suggested by Angwin, by combining the existing technology, i.e., a phone with IP and 
API stacks, with another existing network technology, such as the MOST, because it 
would enhance a capability of the devices in the existing network by enabling them to 
access external network, such as, Internet, with a minimum cost and complexity. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/30/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

As regard to applicant's argument that the prior art does not teach "installed in 
each of the plurality of network units other than said first network unit" Examiner 
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respectfully disagrees, Angwin teaches a cellular phone acting as proxy, adopting a 
concept of singularity to a plurality is a mere replication, which is obvious and not 
patentable distinct (In re Harza, 274 F.26 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960), by 
installing in plurality of network units other than the first network unit is a matter of 
implementation. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duyen M. Doan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4226. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob A. Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300.. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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